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Abstract 


After watching Cloud Atlas movie and seeing more and more right-wing texts that support 
psychiatric drugging which typically just destroy people. I decided to write about how math- 
ematics support the idea of helping those that are weaker than you and how eugenics in 
which only the strongest should survive is partly worng. In Cloud Atlas movie they cannot 
become very scientific but use a punch line “the weak are meat and the strong do eat”. It 
finally means that instead of killing the weak it makes more sense to get resources from them, 
use them as slaves and later have a democracy with rights for those that are weaker. 


Eugenics thinks that some genes are clearly better than others but, for example, in game 
theory there are competition solutions in which the best solution is a probability distribution of 
different behaviours /tactics/genes so there are no clearly better genes (a hawk-dove example). 
In society, for example, doctors and judges are both needed so there are no clearly better profes- 
sions /individuals. One can then say that businessmen or athletes who get millions should not get 
more money than workers, doctors, scientists and judges because they all are needed. 





Additionally, if an environment changes and population must adapt as fast as possible informa- 
tion theory shows that the fastest way to adapt (in information theoretic sense [has few problems, 
the tails of weaker individuals carry only little information and information theory is not the best 
measure of the adaption speed]) to new situation is to calculate using bayesian inference. This 
means calculations/optimization using population distributions again and the tails of the less 
probable genes (often the weaker ones) must be supported somehow. 





Also, greedy optimization, which often reduces to simple competition based optimization (gra- 
dient ascend), gets stuck to local maximas (See the picture). This means the good optimization 
of genes may require more than relatively simple changes, the competition and the survival of the 
fittest. To escape from a local maxima (the picture), a search through potentially worse solutions 
is required. So this means that the weaker ones should be supported by the stronger ones. (Note 
that if we add money to the equation individuals can collect money at local maximum and then do 
expensive search of new better optimum using money they have. But currently we cannot change 
our genes using money so genes cannot be changed to search better optimums after resources are 
collected at the local maxima. (To partly work around this limitation parents support their children 
to grow to adults so the collected resources at local maxima are used to try new solutions. )) 


Finally, helping of those weaker than you should be done because it supports risk taking. 
Society, in which individuals can take risks without easily dying, can often progress faster than 
when people can take only minimal or no risks. 





I’m ending this to an unscientific personal plea for help. I worked as a scientist but went 
to see a private doctor because of minor stress. He gave me psychiatric drugs even when I was 
capable of working without problems. Withdrawal of neuroleptics have then made me temporarily 
psychotic (symptoms which I never had before starting medications). This has then intepreted to 
be symptoms of disease instead of withdrawal reaction and I’m wrongly diagnosed to be paranoid 
schizophrenic. Now people are hating me, court and doctors write my name wrong in the papers 
and (some) local people don’t want to allow me to join to certain associations. Many of my relatives 
also don’t want to talk to me. I have been captured and drugged many times despite being in my 
normal, calm self and my drugging have been above safe limits causing thinking difficulties. 
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